
EXPLANATION OF ABSENCE:
 1—Official Buisiness
 2—Necessarily Absent
 3—Illness
 4—Other

SYMBOLS:
 AY—Announced Yea
 AN—Announced Nay
 PY—Paired Yea
 PN—Paired Nay

YEAS (80) NAYS (6) NOT VOTING (14)

Republican       Democrats       Republicans Democrats  Republicans Democrats

(47 or 98%)       (33 or 87%)       (1 or 2%) (5 or 13%) (6) (8)

Abraham
Ashcroft
Bennett
Bond
Brown
Burns
Campbell
Chafee
Coats
Cochran
Cohen
Coverdell
Craig
DeWine
Dole
Domenici
Frist
Gorton
Grams
Grassley
Gregg
Hatch
Hatfield

Helms
Kassebaum
Kempthorne
Kyl
Lott
Lugar
Mack
McCain
McConnell
Murkowski
Nickles
Packwood
Pressler
Roth
Santorum
Shelby
Simpson
Smith
Snowe
Stevens
Thomas
Thompson
Thurmond
Warner

Akaka
Bingaman
Breaux
Bryan
Bumpers
Conrad
Daschle
Dodd
Dorgan
Feinstein
Ford
Glenn
Graham
Harkin
Heflin
Hollings

Inouye
Johnston
Kennedy
Kerrey
Kohl
Leahy
Levin
Lieberman
Mikulski
Moynihan
Pell
Pryor
Reid
Robb
Rockefeller
Sarbanes
Simon

D'Amato Biden
Boxer
Byrd
Feingold
Murray

Faircloth-2

Gramm-2

Hutchison-2

Inhofe-2

Jeffords-2

Specter-2

Baucus-2

Bradley-2

Exon-2

Kerry-2

Lautenberg-2

Moseley-Braun-2

Nunn-2

Wellstone-2AY

Compiled and written by the staff of the Republican Policy Committee—Don Nickles, Chairman

(See other side)

SENATE RECORD VOTE ANALYSIS
104th Congress May 15, 1995, 2:32 p.m.

1st Session Vote No. 167 Page S-6664  Temp. Record

ALASKA POWER ADMINISTRATION/Parliamentary Vote

SUBJECT: Alaska Power Administration Sale Act . . . S. 395. Murkowski motion to table the committee amendment
beginning on page 1, line 3. 

ACTION: MOTION TO TABLE AGREED TO, 80-6

SYNOPSIS: As reported, S. 395, the Alaska Power Administration Sale Act, will direct the Secretary of Energy to sell the
Alaska Power Administration and will repeal the current prohibitions on the export of Alaskan North Slope oil.

The committee amendment beginning on page 1, line 3, would make noncontroversial changes.
Debate was limited by unanimous consent. Following debate, Senator Murkowski moved to table the amendment. The vote was

procedural. Generally, those favoring the motion to table favored the expeditious consideration of the bill; those opposing the motion
to table wished to extend debate on the bill.

Those favoring the motion to table contended:

The only reason certain Senators have objected to the first committee amendment is that they oppose this bill and they hope that
their objection to the adoption of this noncontroversial committee amendment will delay consideration of substantive issues. To
prevent this tactic from succeeding, we have moved to table the committee amendment. Later on in the debate we will reoffer it. For
now, though, we urge all Senators to join us in supporting the motion to table.

No arguments were expressed in opposition to the motion to table.
 


